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Government. There was nothing in the term ' collective public
opinion' in the Islands to correspond to what there was in theJJnited
States. Illiteracy was so great that newspapers did not reach very
far.1 He did not question the sincerity of the Filipino political leaders
when they spoke of independence, but, according to his contention,
it did not change the point that he was raising' as to whether we have
not got obligations to people other than the political class'.2 Mr.
Roosevelt stated that a number of Filipinos had told him in con-
fidence that they were opposed to immediate independence, but he
would not mention names. He did, however, express the doubt
whether even the intelligent Filipinos, when they spoke of inde-
pendence, meant independence 6with no American protection, no
financial guarantees, no aids of any sort', but just being turned loose
to be treated by the United States as a foreign country,3 Finally
Mr. Roosevelt raised the question of the Moro minority.4
The problem of the Moros was again referred to before the Senate
Committee when the Hon. Camilo Osias, Resident Commissioner from
the Philippines at Washington, appeared to rebut the anti-inde-
pendence evidence. He submitted that the enmity between the
Christian and Muslim Filipinos was a fetish and that the supposed
friction between the two communities was no more vocal or pro-
nounced than the fight going on in the United States between the
'wets' and the edrys'.s The real attitude of the Muslim Filipinos, he
argued, was revealed by the fact that the Muslim Senator and re-
presentatives, nominated by the Governor-General, had consistently
voted for independence.6 Mr, Osias also referred to the loss of
prestige that had been foretold if the United States parted with the
Philippines. 'We believe', he said, 'that what will make America's
prestige suffer is the non-fulfilment of her plighted word.'7 On the
1 Ibid., p. 365.	fl Ibid., p. 367.	3 Ibid., p. 369.
4 Ibid., p. 372. The feud between the Moros and the Catholics in the Archi-
pelago was still rife. In January 1927 a fight took place when the constabulary
attacked Datu TahiTs stronghold on the island of Jolo; and on this occasion
35 Moros were killed. Datu Tahil made his escape but was later captured and
sentenced to ten years' imprisonment and afine of 20,000 pesos (£2,000). Fight-
ing was again reported in May 1930, when the police failed in an attack on a
fort near Dansalan held by outlaw"* Moros. Later in the same month attempts
to dislodge outlaws established in a fort near Lake Lanao were repulsed.
The constabulary tried to attack by means of motor-transport, but the Moros
destroyed the bridges and, while the troops retired, they evacuated the fort.
In 1927, in the Sulu Archipelago, also inhabited by Moros, the Coa* and
Geodetic Survey had to be protected from pirates by constabulary guard*.
though the mere presence of the policemen was effective and no attacks were
made, and. in fact there seems to have been a greater danger from onslaughts
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